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Chapter of the issue by simply recommending the dropping of
^L the appeal, for a strong protest was made from the
Protestant minority in Southern Ireland, which stressed
its belief that the appeal was essential to preserve the
rights in religious matters accorded by the treaty. The
passing of the Statute of Westminster leaves the matter
in statu quo, for the real question is whether the appeal
is so implied in the treaty that it cannot be abolished
without breach of that instrument. It may be, despite
the doubts of the Attorney-General, that, as Canada
could abolish the appeal from the Supreme Court, it is
open to the Free State so to act without violating the
treaty which is the governing power over her constitu-
tion under the Act of 1922 of the Constituent Assembly
giving to the Parliament legislative power.1
In fact, however, the abolition of the appeal from
Canada, as in the case of the Commonwealth, is com-
plicated by the existence of the federal system.2 For
Canada to abolish the appeal from the Supreme Court
would be only a source of confusion if the appeal direct
from the provinces, which it did not create and which
it cannot control save in the matter of criminal law,
remained operative, for then, if one issue were decided
in one sense by the Supreme Court, nevertheless it
could still be decided in the opposite sense by the Privy
Council, and chaos would result, for the Supreme Court
could not be compelled to adopt the Council's view nor
the Council that of the Supreme Court. Nor would the
action of the provinces, which also can abolish the
1	On June 20,1932, the Privy Council refused leave to appeal against
a decision of the Supreme Court asserting the right of the State to reduce
the pay of the police as being officers transferred with statutory rights
from the British service.
2	Keith, Journ. Comp. Leg. xiii. 251; xiv. 108.

